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PER CURI AM

Sandra D. Lynch appeals the district court’s order”
granting summary judgnment to the Defendant on her clains of
enpl oyment discrimnation and retaliation based on race, gender,
and disability, under Title VII of the Cvil R ghts Act of 1964, 42
US C 88 2000e to 2000e-17 (2000), and the Americans wth
Disabilities Act, 42 U S C. 88 12101 to 12213 (2000). W have
reviewed the record and find no reversible error. Accordi ngly,
while we grant Lynch’s notion to submt the case on briefs w thout
oral argunment, we affirm for the reasons stated by the district

court. See Lynch v. lkon Ofice Solutions, Inc., No. CA-04-81

(WD.N.C. Feb. 16, 2005). We deny Lynch’s notion for summary
di sposition, deny Lynch’s notion to conpel and for sanctions, and
deny as noot Lynch’s notion to expedite the appeal. W dispense
with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

"The case was decided by a magistrate judge with the parties’
consent. See 28 U S.C. 8§ 636(c) (2000).
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